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Honorable Rod Paige
Secretary of Education

U.S. Department of Education
400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D. C. 20202

Dear Mr. Secretary:

| am pleased to transmit to you lowa's "State Report Card for No Child Left
Behind." I think you will find that we have provided not only the required
information but some additional data which may provide an even fuller
understanding of the status of learners in our elementary and secondary schools.

We are again grateful for the cooperation of your staff in working with us on the
specifics of what is to be reported here. As you know, we take the obligation to
continuously improve student performance very seriously and it is gratifying to
note that six of the eight primary areas of student performance are showing
improvement across our state. But this same data helps to outline the
challenges we face in accelerating that rate of improvement and in narrowing
unacceptable gaps in achievement among some groups of lowa students.

We continue to be committed to helping strengthen our partnership across the
federal, state and local levels. We are committed as well to the learning and
continuous improvement of those of us charged with implementing and
recommending policy. This is the right direction for our nation and for our
children. By continuing to work together we can bring about the improvements to
support our students, our teachers and our schools.

Sincerely,

T

Ted Stilwill
Director

Hesipdrrey Corrynurniies fdoest s Legernrg Aleescls of AN T COfulcoresr arnd Aol ofe
GRIMES STATE OFFICE BUILDINGTDES MOINES, 10WA 50318-0146
PHOME (515} 281-52894 FAX [515) 242-5883
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Introduction

TheNo Child Left Behind Act of 2001 requires each state to provide an annual report card toinform
stakeholders about the progress of students and schools on indicators of student achievement, and
other information that is related to student success. The law requires this State Report Card to be
released prior to the start of each school year. The lowa Department of Education currently releases
amorecomprehensivereport, The Annual Condition of Education Report, inthefall of eachyear. This
Sate Report Card containsthe critical elements of accountability under No Child Left Behind. The
Report Card (as specified in NCLB, 1111(h)(1)(C)(i)) includes information aboult:

» The comparison between the percent of studentsin each group scoring proficient or higher
onthe ITBS or ITED with lowa s annual measurable objectives (AMO) as required in the
Annual Y early Progress (AY P) formula

» The percent of students, by group, who did not participate in the ITBS, ITED, or aternate
assessment.

» The percent of students scoring at each proficiency level on the lowa Tests of Basic Skills
(ITBS) for grades 4 and 8, the lowa Tests of Educational Development (ITED) for grade 11,
or the statewide alternate assessment (for students with disabilities who were unable to
participateinthe TBSor ITED). Theresultsare presented by thefollowing categories: race/
ethnicity, gender, disability status, migrant status, English proficiency, and socioeconomic
status.

 Trendsin student achievement for reading and mathematics for grades 4, 8, and 11.

 Other academic indicators which include the statewide attendance rates at elementary and
middle school levels, and graduation rates for high schools.

» Thepercentageof classestaught by highly qualifiedteachersintheaggregateand disaggregated
by high-poverty compared to low-poverty schools.

» The schools that did not make adequate yearly progress under NCLB, section 1116 and are
identified as Schoolsin Need of Assistance.

In addition to fulfilling the requirements of No Child L eft Behind, this report provides information
for schools and school districts as they engage in school improvement activities. This state-level
information servesasonecomparisonfor school districtsasthey consider andimplementimprovement
efforts to increase the success for al of lowa s students.






Annual Measurable Objectives

TheNo Child Left Behind (NCLB) Accountability System establishes statewide annual measurable
objectives (AMO). The state annual measurable objectives are consistent with astate’ sintermediate
goals and identify for each year a minimum percentage of students who must meet or exceed the
proficient level of academic achievement on the state’' s academic assessments. The state’' s annual
measurabl e objectives are the same throughout the state for each public school and each subgroup of
students. Table 1 showsthe AMO targetsfor 2002-2003 and 2003-2004 and comparesto 2001-2003
student performance based on the 2000 national horms by subject area, by grade level, and by
subgroups.

Table 1

ReabiNG AND M ATH 2002-2004 ANNUAL M EASURABLE OBJECTIVES
TArRGETs vs. 2001-2003 READING AND M ATH
PERFORMANCE BY GRADE AND SUBGROUPS

Reading (At or Above Proficient Level)
Grade4  Grade8 Gradell

AMO (2002-2004 Tar get) 65.0% 61.0% 69.0%
Subgroup (2001-2003 Performance)

State (all Students) 75.9% 69.3% 77.0%
White 78.6 72.0 78.6
African American 48.4 35.9 49.7
Hispanic 52.6 43.0 53.5
Asian 75.5 68.6 75.1
American Indian 60.6 49.2 62.5
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Eligible 60.5 49.7 60.8
Disability* 29.1 229 275
ELL (English Language L earner) 40.6 27.2 31.6
Migrant**+ 43.6 304 26.0
Femalet+ 78.1 722 81.7
Male+ 73.7 66.5 72.6

Math (At or Above Proficient Level)
Grade 4 Grade8 Gradell

AMO (2002-2004 T ar get) 64.0% 63.0% 69.0%
Subgroup (2001-2003 Performance)

State (all Students) 75.0% 71.6% 79.2%
White 77.8 74.4 81.1
African American 2.7 33.0 43.8
Hispanic 53.0 42.9 52.8
Asian 80.0 76.7 78.6
American Indian 55.8 48.3 61.3
Free/Reduced Price Lunch Eligible 59.4 50.9 62.4
Disability* 35.0 24.9 32.8
ELL (English Language L earner) 45.4 34.3 39.8
Migrant**+ 49.4 39.0 37.0
Femalet+ 74.2 71.6 78.9
Male+ 75.9 71.2 79.5

Sources: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.
lowa Department of Education, lowa’s Approved Accountability Plan - No Child Left Behind (NCLB).
Notes:  *Disability Status is determined by the presence of an individualized education plan (IEP).
**Migrant — a student is considered a migrant if he or she has moved in the past 36 months from
one district to another so that the parents could obtain temporary or seasonal employment in
agriculture as their principal means of livelihood.
+Not required for Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Report.







Student Participation Rates

The lowa Department of Education isin the process of collecting from each district the number of
studentswho were enrolled at grades 4, 8, and 11 and the number of studentsthat weretested at each
grade. The number of students enrolled is defined as the number enrolled on the first day of testing.
Thisdataisbeing collected for each school and will bereported to thel owaDepartment of Education

for al studentsandfor thefoll owing subgroups: |ow socioeconomic status, Englishlanguagelearners,
race/ethnicity, and disability status.

lowa s No Child Left Behind Report Card will be amended to include a report on the percent of
students not tested when compl ete information is available from all school districts.






Student Performance

For purposes of the NCLB accountability, al public schools and districtsin lowawill be evaluated
by performance and improvement on the lowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) and the lowa Tests of
Educational Development (ITED). For thenext few school yearstheaccountability systemwill apply
to the percentage of all students and subgroups in grades 4, 8, and 11 (in grades 3-8 and grade 11
beginning in 2005-2006) achieving proficient level or higher in reading and mathematics.

The following statements, prepared by the staff at lowa Testing Programs have been included to
provide guidance in interpreting biennium period, national norm effect, and achievement level
definitions.

The biennium summaries of lowa statewide achievement data describe student performance in
reading and mathematicson the lowa Testsof Basic Skills(ITBS) and thelowa Tests of Educational
Development (ITED). The purpose of the summariesisto use scores from two consecutive school
years to describe annual achievement changes.

For many years, statewide achievement datafromthel TBS and I TED were shown as average scores
for each of grades 3-12 in The Annual Condition of Education Report. Beginning in the 1996-1997
school year, achievement level swere used to report system and building resultsto each school district
in lowa. These achievement levels also have been made available to describe lowa statewide
achievement trendsin the Report. One advantage of using achievement level sinstead of only average
scoresisthat achievement levels permit the user to view abroad range of student performance rather
than simply seeing how the average student in each grade scored. That is, with achievement levels,
the performance of high achieving and low achieving groups of students can be tracked over time;
the use of average scores alone only permits the tracking of the average student.

Scoresarecombinedfor pairsof consecutiveyearsfor thebienniumreporting for several reasons. The
merging of test results from two years provides greater stability in the information than would be
apparent if resultsfrom each single year were used. Because all 1owaschool s have not alwaystested
every year in each of the three grades used for reporting (4, 8, and 11), annual data are subject to
fluctuations dueto theseinconsistent annual testing patterns. Two-year averages help overcomethis
problem.

Themost recent biennium datareported, 2001-2003, arebased on national normsfrom 2000. Because
the biennium data for 2000-2002 are based on national norms from 1992, the annual change
represented by the difference between the data from these two bienniumsisinfluenced by whatever
differences exist between the normsfrom 1992 to 2000. Each biennium differenceisdueto anorms
change plus areal change in achievement. For each grade and subject area reported, lowa Testing
Programshasestimated the effect of the normschange. The estimate can be used to removethe effect
of the norms change so that the remainder represents the real change in achievement. For example,
for grade 4 Reading Comprehension, the changein biennium valuesfor the Low level is6.8 percent
(31.0- 24.2). The estimated change just due to the normsis 5.5 percent. This means that there were
1.3 percent fewer students in the Low level due to real change. Or, the gain in achievement is
represented by 1.3 percent more studentsperforming beyondtheL ow level. Theestimated effectsdue
to the norms change for Reading Comprehensionin grades 4, 8, and 11 are-5.5 percent, 0.0 percent,
and 0.0 percent, respectively. The corresponding valuesfor math are: 0.0 percent, +2.0 percent, and
+3.3 percent.

The lowa Department of Education has defined the “ proficient” level asthe Intermediate and High
combined. Using the values for the norms effect shown in the previous paragraph, the actual or rea
changesin the percent of studentsin grades4, 8, and 11 performing at the proficient level in reading
are, respectively, +1.4 percent, -0.1 percent, and -0.1 percent. For math, the corresponding changes
are+2.6 percent, +0.5 percent, and +1.2 percent. These adjusted changes should be used to interpret
the extent of improvement in statewide student performance over the past year.



Several additional pieces of information about the achievement level summaries are needed for
interpretive purposes. These are outlined below:

1

The approximate number of students per grade per year upon which the percentages for 2002-
2003 are based are: grade 4, 38,500; grade 8, 40,600; and grade 11, 37,000.

Forms K and L of both test batteries were first used in lowa in the 1993-1994 school year.
Therefore, that year was chosen to devel op baseline datathat schools might usefor beginning to
establish goal sand for describing local achievement trends. Thebaselinebienniumis1993-1995.
Beginning in 2001-2002, Forms A and B with 2000 national normswere used in lowainstead of
FormsK and L, and the datafor that year were adjusted to 1992 normsto compute the 2000-2002
biennium valuesreported here. For the 2001-2003 biennium, however, only the 2000 normswere
used. (See the sixth paragraph above for further explanation.)

Theestimates of the norms effect showninthefourth paragraph of these notesarebased onusing
1992 national normsand 2000 national normsseparately onthe 2002-2003 annual statewidedata.
These estimates should not be used by aschool district asan estimate of the normseffect for their
district or any building in it. These estimates can be obtained directly by using the valuesin the
red and green achievement level sreports furnished to each lowaschool district withtheir ITBS
ITED test results in 2001-2002.

The Achievement Levels Report for the ITBS and ITED is provided to lowa schools to help
describethelevel of performanceof student groupsand monitor the progressof groupsover time.
For each of the three main achievement levels—L ow, Intermediate, and High—descriptors are
included on the report to identify what the typical student in each level isableto do. The lowa
Department of Education has combined the I ntermediate and High performance levelsto define
asingleachievement level called* Proficient” asastudent performanceindicator. Proficient and
Less-than-Proficient are labels being used to describe the performance of groups that are at or
above an acceptabl e standard or below that standard, respectively. For accountability purposes,
thelowaDepartment of Education usesthenational percentilerank scalefromthel TBSand I TED
Tests. Low performanceistherange1-40, Intermediateis41-89, and Highis90-99. Consequently,
theProficient rangearepercentileranks41-99 and the percentileranks 1-40 areregarded asL ess-
than-Proficient.

Comparisonsof resultsfrom one grade to another are not appropriate because the corresponding
descriptions of performance are not exactly the same from grade to grade. For example, “Low”
in reading comprehension does not mean exactly the same thing at grade 4 and grade 11.
Comparisons from one subject area to another are not appropriate because the corresponding
descriptions of performance are much different from subject to subject. For example, “Low” in
grade 4 reading comprehension does not mean the samething as“Low” in grade 4 mathematics.

Separate tables show achievement level performance for students by gender, racial/ethnic,
disahility, socioeconomic, and primary language and migrant subgroups. These subgroupsvary
insizeinagiven biennium, and each variesin size from year to year. The subgroup data should
not be averaged to obtain an overall value that matches the data for the combined group.



Reading

Percentagesof 4™, 8™, and 11" grade studentsachi eving proficient or higher reading statusonthel TBS
or ITED Reading Comprehension Testsare shown in Figures 1 to 21 for all studentsand by gender,
race/ethnicity, socioeconomic, disability, primary language, and migrant statuses. Thetrend datafor
al studentsin grades 4, 8, and 11 are reported in Figures 1, 8 and 15 based on 1992 national norms
for the 1993-1995 through 2001-2003 biennium periods. An additional point shows the value of
student performancein the 2001-2003 biennium period based on the 2000 national normsin Figurel.
no norm difference in reading comprehension for grades 8 and 11 (Figures 8 and 15).
The ‘A’ figuresshow the student performancetrend databy subgroupsbased on 1992 national norms
whilethe*B’ figures show student performance by subgroupsin 2001-2003 biennium period based

There was

on 2000 nationa norms.

Figure 1
PerRCENT OF lowa FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL ON
| TBS READING COMPREHENSION TEST
Biennium Periobs 1993-1995 1o 2001-2003
100 - —e— 1992 Norms
90 | —&— 2000 Norms
75.9
80 - -
701 & ——0— ¢ o o o o —°
_ 60| 4 713 706 698 686 677 678 690 704
3 50
: 40 -
30 -
20 -
10 -
0 : : : : : ‘

1993-1995 1994-1996 1995-1997 1996-1998 1997-1999 1998-2000 1999-2001 2000-2002 2001-2003
Biennium Period

Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

Note: Percentages for each biennium period represent average percentages of proficient students for the two
school years represented, e.g. 2001-2003 represents the average for the 2001-2002 and the 2002-2003
school years. A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:

Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.
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Figure 2A

PERCENT OF lowA FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT L EVEL ON
| TBS ReaDING CoMPREHENSION TEST BY GENDER
Biennium Periobs 1997-1999 To 2001-2003 (1992 Norwms)

O Female M Male

80+ 7138 71.8 72.6
65.4 70.9 64.6 70.9 64.9 66.4 68.1

Percent
a1
o

1997-1999 1998-2000 1999-2001 2000-2002 2001-2003
Biennium Period

Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

Note: Percentages for each biennium period represent average percentages of proficient students for the two
school years represented, e.g. 2001-2003 represents the average for the 2001-2002 and the 2002-2003
school years. A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:

Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.

Figure 2B

PERCENT OF lowA FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL ON
| TBS ReapDING CoMPREHENSION TEST BY GENDER
Biennium Periop 2001-2003 (2000 Norwms)

100

90 78.1
80 - 73.7

70 A
60 ~
50 ~
40 ~
30 ~
20 ~
10 ~
0

Percent

Female Male

Gender

Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

Note: A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.




Figure 3A

PERCENT OoF lowA FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT L EVEL ON

| TBS ReEaDING COMPREHENSION TEST BY RACE/ETHNICITY
Biennium Periobps 1998-2000 To 2001-2003 (1992 Norms)

W 1998-2000 [O1999-2001
W 2000-2002 @2001-2003

100 4
90 4
80 4
70 4
60
50 4
40 4
30+
20 4
10 A

69.6
69.8
715
733

50.2

47.2
52.8
52.6

Percent

White African American Hispanic Adan American Indian
Race/Ethnicity

Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

Note: Percentages for each biennium period represent average percentages of proficient students for the two
school years represented, e.g. 2001-2003 represents the average for the 2001-2002 and the 2002-2003
school years. A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:

Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.

Figure 3B

PERCENT OoF lowA FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT L EVEL ON

| TBS ReEaDING COMPREHENSION TEST BY RACE/ETHNICITY
Biennium Periop 2001-2003 (2000 Norwms)

100
90 -
80 -
70 A 526 60.6

60 48.4
50 |
40
30 |
20 |
10 |

78.6 755

Percent

White African Hispanic Asian American
American Indian

Race/Ethnicity

Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

Note: A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.
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Figure 4A

PERCENT OF lowA FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL ON

| TBS ReEaping COMPREHENSION TEST BY SocioECONOMIC STATUS*
Biennium Periobps 1998-2000 To 2001-2003 (1992 Norwms)

[l 1998-2000 [01999-2001
100 - H 2000-2002 0 2001-2003
90 -
80 1 747 746 757 172
70 1
g 601 511 503 520 535
g 50 A
a 401
30 A
20 A
10
0 i
Eligible for Free or Reduced PriceMeds  Not Eligible for Free or Reduced Price Medls
Socioeconomic Status

Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

Notes:  Percentages for each biennium period represent average percentages of proficient students for the two
school years represented, e.g. 2001-2003 represents the average for the 2001-2002 and the 2002-2003
school years. A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:

Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.
*Socioeconomic Status is determined by eligibility for free or reduced price meals.
Figure 4B

PERCENT OF lowA FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL ON

| TBS ReEaping CoMPREHENSION TEST BY SocioEcONOMIC STATUS*
Biennium Periob 2001-2003 (2000 Norms)

100
90 -
80
70 7 60.5
60
50
40 -
30
20
10 +

Percent

Eligible for Free or Reduced Price  Not Eligible for Free or Reduced
Meals Price Meals

Socioeconomic Status

Source:
Notes:

lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.

*Socioeconomic Status is determined by eligibility for free or reduced price meals.




Figure 5A

PeERCENT OF lowa FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL ON
| TBS REaDING COMPREHENSION TEST BY DisaABILITY STATUS*
Biennium Periobps 1998-2000 To 2001-2003 (1992 Norwms)

W 1998-2000 0 1999-2001
100 M 2000-2002 [ 2001-2003
90 1
80 727 730 746 738
70 1
60 1
50 1
40 1 36.6 352
285
30 1 233
20 1
10 -
0

Percent

Disability No Disability
Disability Status

Source:
Notes:

lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.
Percentages for each biennium period represent average percentages of proficient students for the two
school years represented, e.g. 2001-2003 represents the average for the 2001-2002 and the 2002-2003
school years. A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.
*Disability Status is determined by the presence of an individualized education plan (IEP).

Figure 5B

PerRCENT oF lowA FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS
PERFORMING AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL ON
| TBS REaDING COMPREHENSION TEST BY DisABILITY StAaTUS*
Biennium Periob 2001-2003 (2000 Norms)

844

Percent
a1
o
Il

40 29.1

Disability No Disability
Disability Status

Source:

Notes:

lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.

*Disability Status is determined by the presence of an individualized education plan (IEP).
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Figure 6A

PeERCENT OF lowa FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS PERFORMING
AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL oN I TBS READING

CoMPREHENSION TEST BY PRIMARY L ANGUAGE StTAaTUS*
Biennium Periobps 1999-2001 To 2001-2003 (1992 Norwms)

100 H 1999-2001

0+ [ 2000-2002

0 N 2001-2003

@a 099 712

m,

m,
550’ > x5
e 40 - 46

:D,

m,

10,

O,

BL* English
Rimary Languege Saus

Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.

Notes:  Percentages for each biennium period represent average percentages of proficient students for the two
school years represented, e.g. 2001-2003 represents the average for the 2001-2002 and the 2002-2003
school years. A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:

Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.
*Primary Language Status is classified by English and English Language Learner and determined according
to the following definition: English Language Learner refers to a student who has a language other than
English and the proficiency in English is such that the probability of the student’'s academic success
in an English-only classroom is below that of an academically successful peer with an English
language background.

Figure 6B

PERCENT OF lowAa FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS PERFORMING
AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL oN I TBS READING

CoMPREHENSION TEST BY PRIMARY L ANGUAGE StAaTUS*
Biennium Periop 2001-2003 (2000 Norwms)

100
90
80
70
60
50 1 40.6
40
30
20
10

Percent

ELL* English
Primary Language Status

Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.
Notes: A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.
*Primary Language Status is classified by English and English Language Learner and determined according
to the following definition: English Language Learner refers to a student who has a language other than
English and the proficiency in English is such that the probability of the student’'s academic success
in an English-only classroom is below that of an academically successful peer with an English
language background.




Figure 7A

PERCENT OF lowa FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS PERFORMING
AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL oN I TBS READING

CoMPREHENSION TEST BY MIGRANT StaTUS*
Biennium Periobs 1999-2001 To 2001-2003 (1992 Norwms)

I 1999-2001
01 0 2000-2002
807 W 2001-2003 g4 609 712
70 -
= 60
5 w0,
T 401 gy 323 324
30 |
20 |
10
O l
Migrant Non-Migrant

Migrant/Non-Migrant Status

Source:
Notes:

lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.
Percentages for each biennium period represent average percentages of proficient students for the two
school years represented, e.g. 2001-2003 represents the average for the 2001-2002 and the 2002-2003
school years. A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.
*Migrant status is defined as migrant or non-migrant as follows: Migrant — a student is considered a
migrant if he or she has moved in the past 36 months from one district to another so that the parents could
obtain temporary or seasonal employment in agriculture as their principal means of livelihood.

Figure 7B

PERCENT OF lowa FOURTH GRADE STUDENTS PERFORMING
AT OR ABOVE PROFICIENT LEVEL oN I TBS READING

CoMPREHENSION TEST BY MIGRANT StAaTUS*
Biennium Periob 2001-2003 (2000 Norms)
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Notes:

lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.
A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually understands factual information and new words in context.
Usually is able to make inferences and interpret either nonliteral language or information in new contexts.
Often can determine a selection’s main idea and analyze its style and structure.
*Migrant status is defined as migrant or non-migrant as follows: Migrant — a student is considered a
migrant if he or she has moved in the past 36 months from one district to another so that the parents could
obtain temporary or seasonal employment in agriculture as their principal means of livelihood.

15



16

Figure

8

PERCENT oF lowA EIGHTH GRADE STUDENTS
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Source: lowa Testing Programs, University of lowa.
Note: Percentages for each biennium period represent average percentages of proficient students for the two

school years represented, e.g. 2001-2003 represents the average for the 2001-2002 and the 2002-2003
school years. A student designated as proficient can, at a minimum, do the following:
Usually is able to understand factual information and new words in context, make inferences, and
interpret information in new contexts.
Often is able to determine a selection